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REMARKS IN SUPPORT OF 
THE PRE- APPEAL BRIEF REQUEST FOR REVIEW 


Dear Sir: 

In response to the Final Office Action mailed January 24, 2006 (hereinafter, "the Final 
Action") and pursuant to the Notice of Appeal and Pre-Appeal Brief Request for Review 
submitted herewith, the Applicants request review of the following issues on appeal. 


Request for at least a third Examiner on the Panel 

In order to facilitate full consideration of the remarks filed herewith, the Applicant 
respectfully requests that the Art Unit Supervisor designate a panel including at least a third 
Examiner in addition to the Examiner of record and a Supervisor. 
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Wang fails to disclose a first processor to provide parsed video data and a second processor 
to access the parsed video data, the second processor including a video transcoder as 
recited by claim 13 

Under 35 U.S.C § 102, the Patent Office bears the burden of presenting at least a prima 
facie case of anticipation. In re Sun, 31 USPQ2d 1451, 1453 (Fed Cir. 1993) (unpublished). 
Anticipation requires that a prior art reference disclose, either expressly or under the principles 
of inherency, each and every element of the claimed invention. Id. 

Independent claim 13 recites the features of u a first processor to receive digital video data 
and to provide parsed video data" and "a second processor coupled to the first processor to 
access the parsed video data, the second processor including a video transcoder." As noted at 
page 1 1 of the Response to Non-Final Action mailed October 20, 2005 (hereinafter, the 
"Response"), the Non-Final Action feils to address these specific features. The Final Action 
responds by asserting that the transcoder of FIG. 3 of Wang "is adequate to show a first 
processor to analyze (el. 410, VLD analyzes header information of input . . . and separates MV 
from other data) video data and a second processor (el. 420-430-440-22-225-. accesses] the 
parsed video data and is a transcoder," Final Action, p. 2. However, it is respectfully submitted 
that the Office's interpretation of the transcoder of FIG. 3 as two separate processors is suggested 
solely by the present application. To illustrate, the passage of Wang associated with FIG. 3 is 
found at col. 7 ? lines 40-56. Nowhere in this passage does Wang expressly disclose that the 
transcoder of FIG. 3 is implemented as two or more processors or that any of the decoder, 
encoder or transcoder is implemented as a separate processor from the other components. 
Moreover, no other passage of Wang discloses that a transcoder is or can be implemented as two 
or more separate processors. It further is submitted that one of ordinary skill in the art will 
recognize that transcoders typically are implemented as a single processing device. Accordingly, 
as Wang fails to disclose, or even suggest, a first processor that parses video data and a second 
processor that includes a transcoder and that accesses the parsed video data, Wang necessarily 
fails to disclose at least the claimed features of "a first processor to receive digital video data and 
to provide parsed video data 1 ' and "a second processor coupled to the first processor to access the 
parsed video data, the second processor including a video transcoder*' as recited by claim 13. 
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Conclusion 


As discussed above, the Final Action fails to establish that the proposed combinations of 
the cited references disclose or suggest each and every element recited by any of the pending 
claims- Accordingly, reconsideration and withdrawal of these rejections is respectfully 
requested 

Respectfully submitted, 




LARSON NEWMAN ABEL POL AN SKY & WHITE, LLP Date 
5914 West Courtyard Dr„ Suite 200 
Austin, Texas 78730 

(512) 439-7100 (phone) (512) 439-7199 (fax) 
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